N.J.13051-18100] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS 35

On February 5, 1925, the Urmston Grain & Seed Co., Orestes, Ind., having
appeared as claimant for the property and having paid the costs of the pro-
ceedings, judgment of condemnation was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the produect be released to the said claimant upon the execution of
a bond in the sum of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

R. W. DunrLAp, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

13073. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. V. S. v. 25 Cases of But-
ter. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 16788. I. 8. No. 3075-v. 8. No. E-4160.)

On September 6, 1922, the United States attornes’* for the Southern District
of Georgia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 25 cases of butter, remaining unsold in the original pack-
ages at Savannah, Ga., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Union
Springs Creamery, Union Springs, Ala., on or about August 22, 1922, and trans-
ported from the State of Alabama into the State of Georgia, and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The
article was labeled in part: “ Pure Creamery Butter One Pound.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a sub-
stance, to wit, excessive moisture, had been mixed and packed therewith so as
to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and had been substituted
in whole or in part for butter, which the said article purported to be. Adul-
teration was alleged for the further reason that a valuable constituent of the
article to wit, butterfat, had been in whole or in part abstracted therefrom.

M1sbrandmg was alleged for the reason that the packages or labels bore a
statement, to wit, *“ Pure Creamery Butter One Pound,” which was false and
misleading and deceived and migsled the purchaser, for the further reason that
it was an imitation of and offered for sale under the distinctive name of an-
other article, and for the further reason that it was food in package form and
the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the
outside of the packages, since the statement on the said packages, to wit, “ One
Pound,” was incorrect.

On September 29, 1922, the Union Springs Creamery, Union Springs, Ala.,
having appeared as claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation was
entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to the
said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution
of a good and sufficient bond, in conformity with section 10 of the act, and it
was further ordered that the product be reworked and relabeled in compliance
with law.

R.W. DUNLA/P, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13074, Misbranding and alleged adulteration of tomato paste. TU. 8. v. 900
Cases of Tomato Paste. Consent decree of condemnation and for-
feiture. Product released under bond to be relabeled. (F. & D.
No. 19220. 1. 8. Nos. 19062-v, 19063-v. 8. No. C-4552.)

On December 3, 1924, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 900 cases of tomato paste, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the Hershel California Fruit Products Co., from San Jose, Calif., Novem-
ber 3, 1924, and transporfed from the State of California into the State of
Illinois, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food
and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: (Can) *“Tomato Sauce
* % ¥ Packed By Hershel Cal. Fruit Prod. Co. San Jose, Cal.” A portion of
the article was contained in cases labeled in part: “ Contadina Brand Tomato
Paste Hershel California Fruit Products Co. San Jose, Calif.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
artificially-colored product had been substituted wholly or in part for the said
article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements “ Tomato Sauce”
and ‘“ Tomato Paste,” appearing in the labeling, were false and misleading and
deceived and misled the purchaser when applied to a tomato sauce or tomato
paste containing artificial color.

On February 5, 1925, G. Matalone, Chicago, Ill., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of the court was entered, finding the product misbranded and order-
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ing its condemnation and forfeiture, and it was further ordered by the court
that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of
the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, in conformity
with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that it be labeled “Artificially
Colored ” in conspicuous type.

R. W. DunLapr, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

13075. ‘Adulteration of canned string beans. U. S. v, 1,000 Cases of String
Beans. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Produet released
under bond to be reconditioned.. (F. & D. No. 19151. I. 8. Nos.
22790-v, 22791—v. 8. No. C—4529.)

On November 11, 1924, the United States attorney for the Eastern Districy
of Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 1,000 cases of string beans, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
by Appleby Bros., Hiwasse, Ark., on or about July 28, 1924, and transported
from the State of Arkansas into the State of Missouri, and charging adultera-
tion in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part:
(Can) *“ Western Star Put Up By Appleby Bros. Fayetteville, Ark. * * =
Cut String Beans.” )

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it con-
sisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable sub-
stance.

On January 29, 1925, Appleby Bros., Fayetteville, Ark., having entered awn
appearance as claimant for the property .and having admitted the allegations
of the libel, judgment of the court was entered, finding the product liable tc
condemnation and forfeiture, and it was ordered by the court that the product
be released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings
and the execution of a bond in the sum of $3,200, in conformity with section
10 of the act, conditioned in part that it be reconditioned under the super-
vision of this department.

R. W. Dunwar, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13076. Adulteration and misbranding of tomato paste. U. § .v. 287 Cases
of Tomato Paste. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture.
Product released under bond to be relabeled. (F. & D. Nos. 19437,
19438. I. S. No. 22800-v. 8. No. C-4587.)

On December 26, 1924, the United States attorney for the Hastern District
of Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 237 cases of tomato paste, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the Hershel California Fruit Products Co., San Jose, Calif.,, on or about
September 12, 1924, and transported from the State of California into the
State of Missouri, and charging adulteration and misbrdnding in violation of
the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: (Can) “Tomato
Sauce * * * Packed By Hershel Cal. Fruit Prod. Co. Packers Of Conta-
dina Brand San Jose, Cal.”’

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
artificially-colored tomato paste or sauce had been substituted wholly or in
part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement “ Tomato Sauce,”
appearing on the labels, was false and misleading and deceived and misled
the purchaser when applied to a tomato paste or sauce containing artificial
color not declared upon the label.

On February 4, 1925, V. Viviano & Bros., Macaroni Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo.,
having appeared as claimant for the property and having consented to the entry
of a decree, judgment of condemnation was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of the
costs of the proceedings and the execution of a good and sufficient bond, in
conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that it be relabeled
under the supervision of this department.

R. W. DunLap, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.



